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The Houſe of Commons, for Alexander Robertſon of 1 8 : 


the very peculiar caſe of his family; which caſe being unknown 

it was natural to ſuppoſe, that, as the Barony and Eſtate of 
Strowan had been annexed to the Crown in the year 1752, it 

muſt have been by the effect of an attainder, whence it came to be 

family, or of the name of Robertſon, have been attainted fince = 


poſſeſſion of his eſtate, which was reſtored tothe family in 1723, Zh 


Printers Street, London 


AN INTENDED . 
PETIT Fe 


TO 


Strowan, Heir of one of the Five Chiefs of Clans, 
whoſe Eſtates were annexed to the Crown in the 


Tear 17523 with Proofs and Remarks. 


Shewetb, 


THAT, in the year 1784, when the Bill for reſtoring the 
forfeited eſtates in Scotland was prepared, your Pctitioner, 
having been a Lieutenant-Colonel in the Army, and Major of 
the late 82d regiment, was detained with that regiment in 
America after the war, and therefore could not repreſent in time 


ſo ſtated in the diſannexing act: Whereas none of your Petitioner's St. 29 G. III. e. 57. 5 14. 
the year 1715, and the perſon then attainted having again got 


a grant of King George the Firſt ; he continued to poſſeſs it % 
until his death, which happened in 1749, and your Petitioner's 
father, who ſucceeded him, remained in poſſeſſion of it until the 

year 1752, when Government found it expedient to recall the 


grant that had been made of it in 1723, and to annnex it to 23 6, II. e. 


4% 
the Crown, 


Yr That, 


Strahan and Preſton, 


105 


5 


That, in the ſuppoſition of an attainder ſubſequent to the 
grant, hy which His Majeſty King George the Firſt had been 


graciouſly pleaſed to reſiore the Eftate-to the family, your Peti- 


tioner is, by the ſaid Act loaded with an additional burden of 
debt, beſides what he is obliged to pay in common with the 


| Heirs of the eſtates forfeited in 1745; for thoſe other heirs have 


only been obliged to repay to Government the public money that 
had been applied to the payment of the debts on their ſeveral 
eſtates in 1752, without being obliged to pay the intereſt of that 


public money, becauſe Government received the Rents and pro 


fits : Whereas your Petitioner has not only been obliged to pay 


the debts which affected the Strowan Eſtate in 1752, but the 


intereſt that accumvlated cn thoſe debts from 1752 to 1784, 


while Government received the rents and profits. 


That, although it was enacted in the Annexztion Act in 1752, 
that the debts on the Strowan Eſtate ſhould be paid in the fame 
manner as was ordered reſpecting the other annexed eſtates ; yet 
the debts on that Strowan Eſtate remained unpaid, until it was 
reſtored in 1784 to your Petitioner, who is likewiſe burdened 
with the intereſt that accumulated on thoſe debts during 32 
years, | 


That the Lords of Seflion in Scotland have, fince the paſting 
ho the act by which the annexed eſtates were reſtored, decided 
the claims of 'the ſeveral creditors on the "HU Eſtate, 


ag have allowed them not only their debts with intereſt thereon 


up to 1752, as paid to the Creditors on the other forfeited eſtates, 


but alſo an accumulation of intereſt down to Martinmas 1784, 


amounting to the ſum of 4057). 46. gd. which ſum your Pe- 
titioner has been obliged to borrow in order to ſatisfy thoſe De- 
mands of the creditors, and to pay the intereſt of that borrowed 
money during theſe laſt twenty-two Pans; amounting to the far- 


ther ſum of 4013l. 38. 4d. 


That i it is manifeſt your Petitioner wal not have ſuffered the 
\ Toſs of either of thoſe ſums, amounting together to the ſum of 
"80701. 8s. 1d. had the yearly intereſt been paid oy the pe- 


riod that the Public received the Rents, 


That your Petitioner's family, having remained in \ lawful poſ- 


ſeſſion * the Strowan Eſtate ſix years after the laſt Rebellion in 


Scotland, 
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1 the only cauſe of their being then deprived of it, ſeems 
to have been a motive of expediency to annex a greater part of 
the F of Scotland to the Crown. | 


That, had it been 1n your Petitioner's power to have repre- 
ſcented in time this uncommon hardſhip which his family had 
already ſuffered, he is perſuaded it would not have been enacted, 
that, beſides paying the Debts affecting the Stowan Eſtate at the 
time of the annexation, he ſhould likewiſe pay the intereſt that 
aroſe upon theſe Debts while Government received te rents. 


That your Petitioner ſubmits to the eee of this Ho- 
nourable Houſe, whether he ought not in equity to be indemni- 
fied fur this loſs, which ſeems to have been ſolely owing to his ab- 
ſence on military duty in the ſervice of his King and Country, at 


” 
* 6 


the proper time of repreſenting his caſe ; and, therefore, 


Humbly prays, That leave may be granted 
to bring in a Bill for exempting your Pe- 
titioner from payment of the intereſt that 

aroſe betwixt the year 1752 and 1784, on 
any of the Debts affecting the Strowan 
Eſtate, as the Public received the rents and 
profits of the ſaid eſtate during that pe- 
riod ; and that the ſum of 80701, 8s. 1d. 
may 'be granted to him out of the unex- 
hauſted ſurplus of the money paid out of 
the cther © rfcited eſtates, and now re- 
maining under the care of the Court of 
Exchequer in Scotland, goo to the 
diſpoſal of Parliament. 


And your Petitioner ſhall every pray, 
ALEX®, ROBERTSON. 
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( 4) 
PROOFS of what is ſtated in the foregoing Pe- 
- tition, with Remarks. leah 


In the Act of the 25 George II. c. 41, by a ſeparate clauſe of 


which the Barony of Strowan was annexed to the Crown, along 
with the eſtates forfeited in 1745, the forfeiture of that Strowan 


Eſtate is attributed ſolely to the decree or ſentence of forfeiture 
paſſed in the Parliament of Scotland in the year 1690. The 
Chriſtian name of the forfeiting perſon is not mentioned in that 
decree or ſentence, and Alexander Robertſon of Strowan, named 


in the above-mentioned Annexation Act, had in the year 1690, 
an elder brother named Robert, then abroad, ſo that he never 


was infeft, (which appears by the. Records in the Regiſter 
Office of Edinburgh,) nor in legal poſſeſſion of the Strowan 
Eſtate. He was a ſtudent at the univerſity of St. Andrew's, when 


he joined the Viſcount Dundee, and King James was then his 


lawful Sovereign, the Prince of Orange not having bern yet pro- 
claimed King by the Parliament of Scotland. He was likewiſe 


exchanged as a priſoner of war with Sir Robert Pollock, an Offi- 


cer of King William's army, ſo that his being included in the 
ſentence of forfeiture in 1690, was an act of uncommon ſeve- 
rity. It is true, that Alexander Robertſon joined the Earl of 


1 Marr in 1715, and was named in the Act of Attainder, 1 Geo. I. | 
C, 42. | 23484 | | \ 85 i 


. 


11 The grant mentioned in the Petition, by which the eſtate was 


reſtored to the family in the year 1723, was by a ſign manual of 


King George I. completed by a charter under the Great Seal, to 
Margaret Robertſon, the ſiſter of the forfeiting perſon, which con- 
tained a clauſe of revocation. This charter proceeds entirely on 


the forfeiture in 1690, making no mention of the attainder in 
1715. . 1 


In the Act of the 24th George III. c. 57, for reſtoring to the 


heirs of the former proprietors tae forfeited eſtates which had 
been annexed to the Crown in 1752, ſection 14th reſpects this 
eſtate of Strowan. It ſtates truly in a preamble to the clauſe, 
«that the eſtate became forfeited to the Crown by a decree or 
« ſentence of forfeiture paſſed in the Parliament of Scotland in 


& the year 1690, ſubject to the debts then owing by the ſaid _ 
*« Alexander Robertſon. And the eſtate was afterwards given 
back to his family, and having come into his poſſeſſion, new. 


« debts 


(5) 


« debts were contracted by him; but he having again committed 
« treaſon, and been attainted, the gift was recalled, and the eſtate 
& declared efcheat, and by a clauſe in the Act of the 25th year 
„ of his late Majeſty, Was annexed unalienably to the Crown, 
5 and none of the debts have yet been paid.” | 


This ſtatement of the cauſe, for which the gift was recalled, 
is proved to be erroneous by the general Act of Attainder of the 
19th George II. chap. 26, paſſed, againſt thoſe who were con- 
cerned in the rebellion 1745, in which Act not one of the name. 
9 of Robertſon is included. The perſon ſtated to have been then 
= attainted, and to have been deprived. of his, eſtate, continued in 
1 poſſeſſion of it until his death, which happened, within the lands 
1 of Strowan in the year 1749, as many. ſtil, living, Who attended 
= his funeral, can teſtify, The gift was recalled when the eſtate 
'Y was in the lawful poſſeſſion of the Petitioner's father, the late 

: Duncan Robertſon, of Strowan, who NEVE WAS. attainted, and 
A who continued in poſſeſſion of it until the year 1752, when it 
| 8 was annexed to the Crown, .. 19211305 1 1}-4 | 3 


1 In the Act of the 25th George II. chap. 41, by which the 
4 Strowan eſtate was annexed with others to the Crown, and in a 
'Þ ſubſequent Act of the 26th George II. chap. 29, particular pro- 
viſion was made for payment of the debts on that Strowan eſtate, 
I yet thoſe debts remained unpaid, as ſtated in the reſtoring AQ; 
2 and the only reaſon that is repreſented in the preamble to the 14th 
| clauſe of that reſtoring Act, for obliging the Petitioner to pay 
the intereſt that aroſe on the debts from 1752 to 1784, while the 
Public zeceived the rents and profits, with an accumulation of 
1 intereſt, on the debts contracted before the forfeiture, as at 
7 Chriſtmas 175 2, is the erroneous ſtatement of an attainder ſub. 
ſequent to the grant of King George I, This accumulation of 

intereſt at Chriſtmas 1752, from which the Petitioner claims no 

redreſs, was of itlelf an illegal advantage granted to the creditor-, 


— As rewards now granted for ſervices to the ſtate extend to the 
: pPioſterity of thoſe who have performed them, it ſeems agreeable 

3 | to the fame national juſtice that the deſcendants and heirs of 

'Y ' thoſe who have performed ſuch ſervices in former times ſhould 

43 be conſidered as having ſome claim to favour. One of the Pe- 
4 titioner's anceſtors ſaved the crown of Scotland to the infant ſon of 
_ King James the firſt, when the chief conſpirator in that prince's 
murder was upon the point of ſeizing it. That infant ſon, when 
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(5) 


he came of age, expreſſed i in the ſtrongeſt terms poſſible his gra- 
titude for this ſervice, in a charter uniting into one Barony all the 
lands, ſituated in the Highlands of Perthſhire, which Robert of 


Strowan had inherited from his anceſtors. Only about a fourth 


part of the lands enumerated in that charter are now poſſeſſed by 
thè Petitioner, who believes it will be thought hard that the for- 
tune of his family ſhould ſuffer a further diminution, by his being 
treated with leſs favour than the other reſtored heirs. As his 
anceſtor, Robert of Strowan, poſſeſſed an eſtate which re- 
quired no augmentation, and was already a lord of Parliament 
by tenure, as all who fate in the Aſſembly of the Eſtates of Scot- 
land by hereditary right then were, he aſked no recompence, but 


the king made an addition to his coat of arms, that the fervice 


He had performed to the crown anda Nation might never be Fg: 
ten by his countrymen. _ 


"The ſervices of Robert, deter of tlie te basg and 
ſtiled Filius Duncani de Atholia, * are honourably acknowledged 
by King David II. in a charter granting him the lands of Fordel 
in the Stormont, which charter is in the Pottioner” $ pot 
ſeſſion. 1 


Alexander of an was one of the twenty- four Barons to 


whom the Parliament of Scotland intruſted the government of 
the different divifions of the kingdom, during the minority of 
King James IV. as appears by the Acts of Parliament -iftinguiſhed 
by the name of the Black Acts. | 


There is a letter in the Petitioner' s poſſeſſion from King 
Charles II. to the tutor of Strowan, + who ated as repre- 
jentative of the family in the minority of his nephew, thank- 
ing him, in che moſt honourable terms, for his ſervices to his 
Royal Father and himſelf, and concluding, that he knows he 


requires no encouragement to uſe his utmoſt 2828 and influence 


An the ſame cauſe. 


* In the Record of Charters granted by King David II. he is ſtiled Robert 
the ſon of Duncan Earl of Atholl, The greateſt part of the Eatldom of Atholl 
Was granted to that Duncan on the forfeiture of David de Strathbogie, who be- 
trayed King Robert I. the day before the battle of Bannockburn ; and, at that 
time, whoever was in poſſeſſion of an earldom, or of molt of it, was an eail. 

* er to the * Duncan Robertſon of — the Petition- 
ers 
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It will be allowed that the ſubſequent exerciſe of the ſame 
power and influence in ſupporting, at the riſk of life and fortune, 
what was believed to be the .right of another, muſt have pro- 


. 


ceeded from a generous iple, how juſt and neceſſary ſoever 
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; „ | OE, ERobertſon of Strowan, Heir of one 


CC | N „ Sf the Five Chiefs of Clans, whoſe 
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